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Water Infrastructure Financing: History of EPA Appropriations

Summary

The princprpoagr afme dteor aali d municipal wastewater tre
aut horized in the Clean Water Act (CWA). Establi
capitalizes stthartoeu@glhocatnhsepyvad grra msv o (GWRE )l oan fund
progSiannfE ¥ 9 7a2ppropriatiofMbi hhventotaled $

In999€ongress amended thel SDaWAe LDr8)Hdiangh Watieze Ac't
drinkitregpwWRdiroamhel p systems financedrprodjiencgt s nee
wa treergul ations and .t oSipmcoet ple bPpubdtiacothse afldth t he
wa tsetrat e r e voll DiR¥p rloogarna nf uhndtlvbei Itloitoanl e d $

ThdJ. EnviroPmeoentealt i on aAMdgmeimciys t(eEBA)bot h SRF progra

nnuall distribute fundsuntdd ntgh esmpaumitésh eaffer ni mp |

tate and Tribal AascsciosufnatiRA aGrmwmals ABEAGPri ation

ombiaaped opriations for wastewater hwmel drinking
e s % df2fotal fuHBAnappcoeptigeadsto

amRnldeplnd®ongrdd98 7pfovided wastewat
municipalities. The federal share of
were respofike bl @87 oamde¢pdidhloe etma i ni ng 4
nt progralmcwiltkcommuadRftepponrsaih.l e
project costs, rtather than 45%, becea
a n c’ilaola nb uprrdoegnr aonf etmhues @adcets oimei ¢ © k& e k
rant funding.
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is concern has been particularly evident 1in t1l
Congress reserved as much a 30% of funds
he funded pro
ficials and
P A, since 1t
to congress.i
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s diredtedmmwnistpiees fiMost of t
r .SIMdAny state water quality of
ted to thispat ce, as did E
ams. Due to general opposition
FY2011.

ugh the CWSRF and DWSRF have largely functi
menting st dadcdiatgieamraplitvupsiodieadetai n conditioc
me nd mehnSt sWAiansu t % 9s6tjazteeds t o use up to 30% of
alization grants to provide additional assi
ive intharedpt dizstad vhimdamngedt @eommunities (as
ess amended the CWA in 2014, adding similar
ion, appropriatsneoaqissitaatdess i1tno ruescee niti nyi enaurns phea
dSaRIFl ogtotaeqpt e vi de additional subsidization.
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The f iyneaalr fauplplr opriations for FY2018 were enacte
Appropriations Act, 2018, signBdLDblydJIPT¥ esident Tr
Compared to FY2017, fundingmBon nERA awaetde rb yi m2f4r% si
FY20THBe act providedCWIRF6 %4n db iSl11,il1o6® WEnkRikl 1tiloen f or
progr am, incrieam etso ofo t$B 0r ang 1l dThhse adoatp apravit de &Y
$63 million for the WIFIA program, more than dou

The Trump AdsmiFnY@bd@ati omequest propoLeREFhIhe s ame
and DWSBFEr ahms FaYs2 0tl 7 apwaweomr, atth @ nrre fdwest propos
reduchi bhe statecompde geor iHc¥aME lIgdr ant s
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Water Infrastructure Financing: History of EPA Appropriations

Introduction

The Clean Walbet hAocpuzie6E6WAMDal federal program to a
wastewater treaitammmt rellant dc.ed@agm dbd tee satcat bi lvii st hi eeds
progirmm he Federal Water Pollution5 00o)nt(raollt hAccut g hA

prior versions of the act had authorized less ar
P. L5092 authorized grants to states for wastewat ¢
program administered by the Envirommeental Protec
provided through annuablys taptpe ol lilaat d doannstn avifimdaednuian s
act 1tself. States used their allotments to make
t rtemment planthke ovuvuppoalltialjectives of the act: r
chemical, physicalof atnhdés bwastlieogns c aThe nf egei aly s ha
costs, originalSl0y,7 5% sumdedruch.dL.t 09255% in 1981.
By thke98lsd, there was considerable policy debate
Administration o vserc otnbsat rfuncatnit e pfoghemaand, 1n j
appropriatien ffeudnedrianlg rmunei ci pal. wWiheoughfFYE9284ct
Congress had appropriated nearly $41 Dbillion unc
nonmilitary pmblscnwerkbhepltogenstate Highway Sys
a tamhgadtgedf cart Redgan Admshoughtat oongdwhect budge
in part to sort out the appropriate robé€ts of fec
domestic policy areas, 1includin’g twaotnearl ep a Inlcd tuideer
several points:

X The original intent of the program to addres:

needs had been virt-t8Q8BDy.eliminated by the m

X Mosste maining projects (such as small, rural s

little environmental threat and were not app:

X State and local goversnmeinetw,, wenr et hfeu [Aldymi cnai psatb
running cogsamucandnhpve a clear responsibil:
treatment capacity to meet environmental obj
established by states.

Thus, the Reagan Admduwmti sd fisattchoommatesrtarw g hto na gphast s
1990. Masn ya nsdt altocal ities supported the i1idea of p
were critical of what they viewed as burdens ome
federal grant money. However, they sought maplong
longrm financing to psruofnfoitcei esntcayt.te and 1l ocal self
Congsresssponse to this debate was ®PohtHiad@te in 19
Water Quality Act of 1987). It authorized $18 bi
construction, through a combination of the Tit]l

e
Pol hutCiomtr ol R¢v olgryhaemge iFnuanfdtser ttah @€ aoleevad vwatge f um
(CWSRF) prbUmedem t he GWAw Tprtd e avchy aingrants would
as seed moadmnyi nfiosrt esrtead el oans to build sewage tre
water quality projrepasy ICodnestoinhotuuty nogft evo ud wla b
fedevall vament whiulpe at hseo usrtcaet eo fb ucialpti t al for futu
amendme £WS RpFrtchger am was phased in beginning in FY

1 The official statutory name is the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, P-b082as amended, codified at 33
U.S.C. 8125%t seq.
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Water Infrastructure Financing: History of EPA Appropriations

€

appropriatpilons eqgaarad ly bet ween Title II and Titl
previous Title II program in FY1991 The intentii
priorities and administer funding, while federal
Th€WSRaFut horfantapmsporporviiadteidonisn t he 1987 amendmen

FY1994, but pressure to extend federal funding I
has app$9obpirlidaat®éad Ti t 1 e I 1 and Trutes¥VkEswamtcewat e
since 1972, fundAmcgo mdciendg troe mtahen rthaosgth:recent for
staamsadd?2 7Hiolnlailo® n at ioovnewi dteh ei sfi enxcteade0d y y pes of
proj egcitbsl eelfior furdhng, ufdagréehs has continued t
andontinued to assist states and localities 1in m
comply with CWA requirements

I'n 1009n6gr e s s epsatrapbrlloigslrhaend vander t he SSDWA)Drtionking
help commuapirtoijeesc tfsi nnaenecd e d t o cwoampelry rwigtuhl afteidoenrsa
Funding support for drinking water occurred for
number of drinking waterpulklgiud awa toeaxrs swast dmsi rd fyt
need to make large investmenteguhatrtoasgmeodd cbadh
quality drinking water traditionally has been a-:
cost . By compyradodncommuaentieak have had to cons:t
treatment facilities to meet the requirements of
Over i me, drinking water ciewcumatanommechanpged,
industrial, agric uwulsteassmabl moamrd croensciechet mtaitald ,1 a rhdi s
more contaminants reaching drinking water sour cc¢
water standards has increased, many communities
as once t htouvagdhdti tainodn atlhat r eat ment technologies ar
and protect public health. Bet ween 1986 and 199¢
water contaminants grew from 23 to ®dnpyaafl EPA a
the ®mathi2aM 00 small community water systems were
meet the rSibWanognmpalasts of

Congress responded to these concePmnk.-1b8)D nacting
which authorized a drinking water state rTevolvir
finance projects needed to comply with SDWA regu
progr am, f a schlieoanneSdRvpatfetgerraamt thleor mzks EPAnte to st a
capitalize DWSRFs which states then use to make
for the program were authorized at $599 million
through FY2003.

CapitalizaDWBRFgprogsamerwere provided for the f
the authorizations for appropriations expired 1ir
funding for the program in annual appropriations
Accortdoi ntghe mo sstt arteec esnutr vEePyA’ fut ure funding needs
deliver publi pldrisnkinng hwa tUbhn t+upS8taves the B d%1
years

2U.S. mvironmental Protection Agencglean Watersheds Needs Surveg2®Report to Congres2016
http://www.epa.gositesproductionfiles/201512/documentsiwns_2012_report_to_congres88-opt.pdf

3 For information, se€RS Report RS2203Drinking Water State Revolving Fund (DWSRF): Prog@werview and
Issuesby Mary Tiemann

4 EPA, Drinking Water Infrastructure Needs Survey and AssessEE#816-K-17-002, March 2018.
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Water Infrastructure Financing: History of EPA Appropriations

The first section of this rkipotrerynefl vadppraptiaadt
both wastewater and drinking water infrastructur
historical developments in water infrastructure
chronodoggrodfsinaghrdchgvwaytewater and drinking

fundiomrg eachs fneseal Wldhenke987me nt s

Summary of Water Infrastructu

7TDEGHimmari ze st fa nwatadgral f d riinffkiassg ructure progr ams
enact mehnet 109f8 7 C WAP .a Inedd Hlm@dnitnsg f omr otghasmse EBA p

cont ai napdp rionp rtipaetoivoindsi nagc tf unds for the Depart ment
Environment, an®Wi Rali at ¢ & e Agpwohfatdinodis. oEfP At, h ewabsitlelwa t
treat ment assistance was onsrtsrtu cstpieocn fGreadn ti sn, awh ia
s ubs e qrueennatnleyd St ate Revol vi nagntdhemd sr/e@amsetdr tWa tt ie @ n
Infrastructure. Since FY1996, this account has L
(STAG) .

The STAG accounttaowinfichstdescahtewiunds and man
to assist states 1in 1implement isnpge caiifri oq uean v it ryq n mwe

programs. The FY1996 appropriation was the first
steatenvironmental grants; theslgeé¢eherabrpvognsihy
management accoun?VDEQAHnec b mtde CWHInidtnl ef olrl gr ant s, C
grants, tdean nkRh ggrwan tgsr,a dst pecciisasle dpt thajl eewt) e r
Infrastructure Finance anf@ohgnevatfonsAcpr o6 WIHE £
appropriations to coverinhEY20Qb3%jdyscdodsssuowdfedhi
chronology section bel ow.

7TDEQIHb es not include funds for cons olTihdkeasteed st at

grants include funding for a wide range of envir
t i me. Vrarscetnhhe categorical grants have 1incl udece
programs. The categorical grant programs most cl
include gr’anhpofaot sbates managementstpdtogy ams ( (
pollution control programs (CWA Section 106). Fu

mana germheante grants atbedappunepedabebaw thronolog

As an additi gbhJXIUHclouny tatrrodttsacdsn ,RPhAe wat er infrastruc:
appropriations (for c¢clean watdbetawredndFiYdRB86g awat
FY20iln8 bmi hahodollars r( ii.nef.l,a tniootn )a)dajuud{ltideadn.sftoa nt  (
adjusted for inflation)

5 Prior to the 109 Congress, EPA appropriations were includeddtsfunding the Department of Veterans Affairs,
Depatment of Housing and Urban Development, and Independent Agencies (VA/HUD). In January 2005, House and
Senate Appropriations Committees reorganized,Gornjress moveplirisdiction over funding for EPA and several

other entities to the Appropriations subumittees covering Interior and Related Agencies.

6 For more information, seBRS Report R4331%Vater Infrastructure Financing: The Water Infrastructure Finance
and Innovation Act (WIFIA) Prograniy Jonathan L. Ramseur and Mary Tiemann
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Table 1. EPA Water Infrastructure Funding
Millions of Dollars$ Not Adjusted for Inflation

?Zg?l Authgx\;g\tion Autr?o[?ivzvf:\?ion Pﬁ:adueen;t °  CWATitel CWSRF DW SRF Psrg}eec(l?sl WIFIA Appr-(l)-gt?al\tion

1986 2,400 2,400 1,800 1,800
1987 2,400 2,000 2,361 2,361
1988 2,400 2,000 2,304 2,304
1989 2,400 1,500 941 941 68 1,950
1990 2,400 1,200 960 967 53 1,980
1991 2,400 1,600 2,048 36 2,084
1992 1,800 1,883 1,949 435 2,384
1993 1,200 2,467 1,928 556 2,484
1994 600 599 2,047 1,218 558 1,776
1995 3 1,000 2,528 1,235 834 2,069
1996 3 1,000 2,365 2,074 307 2,380
1997 3 1,000 2,178 625 1,275 301 2,201
1998 3 1,000 2,078 1,350 725 393 2,468
1999 3 1,000 2,028 1,350 775 402 2,527
2000 3 1,000 1,753 1,345 820 395 2,561
2001 3 1,000 1,753 1,350 825 466 2,641
2002 3 1,000 2,233 1,350 850 459 2,659
2003 3 1,000 2,185 1,341 845 413 2,599
2004 3 3 1,798 1,342 845 425 2,612
2005 3 3 1,794 1,091 843 402 2,336
2006 3 3 1,649 887 838 281 2,005
2007 3 3 1,570 1,084 838 84 2,005

CRS-4



Fiscal CWA SDWA President s Special Total

Year  Authorization Authorization Request CWA Tide I CWSRF DW SRF Projects WIFIA Appropriation
2008 3 3 1,553 689 829 177 1,695
2009 3 3 1,397 4,689 2,829 184 7,702
2010 3 3 3,920 2,100 1,387 187 3,674
2011 3 3 3,307 1,522 963 20 2,505
2012 3 3 2,560 1,467 918 15 2,399
2013 3 3 2,045 1,376 861 14 2,252
2014 3 3 1,927 1,449 907 15 2,371
2015 3 3 1,790 1,449 907 15 2,371
2016 3 3 2,317 1,394 863 30 2,287
2017 3 3 2,022 1,394 963 30 33 2,420
2018 3 3 2,257 1,694 1,163 30 63 2,950
2019 2,280 1,394 (R) 863 (R) 3(R) 20 (R)

Source: Compiled by CR&om annual appropriations acts.
Notes : (R) = requested

a. The FY2009 total includes $6.0 billion in supplemental appropriations provided under the American Recovery and ReinvestfmentlAd5, consisting of $4.0
billion for CWA SRF capitalization grants and $2.0 billion for SDWA SRF capitalization grants

FY2013 total reflects postequester/postescission amounts. See text for detail

c. The FY2018 appropriatioprovidednew funding (in aggregate $50 millida) three programs authorized in the Water Infrastructure Improvements for the Nation
(WIIN) Act (P.L. 114322 Title II, theWater and Waste Act of 201 This funding is not included in the table.
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Water Infrastructure Financing: History of EPA Appropriations

Figure 1. EPAWater Infrastructure Annual Appropriations: FY1986 -FY2018
Adjusted ($2017) and Not Adjusted for Inflation (Nominal)

S$Billions Adjusted for Inflation . __ __ _ Not Adjusted for Inflation
(2017 Dollars) (Nominal Dollars)
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Source: Prepared by CRS irgy information from annual appropriations acts, committee reports, and
explanatory statements presented in tR@ngressional Recdnthounts reflect applicable rescissions and
supplemental appropriations, includingillion in the American Recovery aRkeinvestment Act of 2009P(L.
111-5). Constant dollars calculated from Office of MBW HPHQW R 1 % X G J@rd¢s Dome&s@icHProduct -~
and Deflators Used in the Historét Tables: 1940 [ttps://www.whitehouse.goembbudgetHistoricals

Hi storical Funding Devel opmen

This section discussesofewetralr hignsftrdarsmtgraubcatduervee 1 c
appropriations

Special Purpose Project Grants

The practice of earmarking a portion of the c¢ons
wastewater treatment and wdtther FwaptpeBrd pqgTuhaelt ii toyn sp r ¢
pracitniccreeased to the point of representing a sig
the total watepriafrastrmcFYtI?94ppfor example, b
2.9%5 in FayXdP@O F¥w2l® . The number g ft hpersog ececat rsmarrekceed vfit
also incrde as & dt1o9 8391o9m 1ibkie gFiYn2nbi¥nlgd 0iOn, t he 1l arger to
number of earmarked projects resulted in more cc
same time rTeceiving s mahlilleer aa nfocuwn tcso momfu nfi ut ni dess. rTeh
i ividual earlmadltéednawardoref $ he asvhartkhage si ze
.1 million in FY1995, $4.9 milalnido# 518 , DYVI09 9 %,
Q1 Conferencrdirwipbuals aomprtcdhpriiations bills, 1
this reopoett,aigr owni daojects funded in this ma:
r mawaksi ntgo reduce the amount of funds provided
ogmBaemsween FY1989 and FY2010, approximately 10
propriations d&r7mar bdd ldromj)e owte ngr ¢ mt s .

d
8
2

T o T es
T e 3 <~

7 For additional information, s68RS Report RL3220M)Vater Infrastructure Projects Designated in EPA
Appropriations: Trends and Policy Implicatigrisy Claudia Copand

Congressional Research Service 96-647 - VERSIOM3 - UPDATED 6



Water Infrastructure Financing: History of EPA Appropriations

e s groups representing state water qualit.)
strucpruagrc af msniacpiczneedgei achemaorfk e d ap pthepyri ati ons
onttdndt ear mar ktihneg iumtdeenrdmsidn eaddf —tph © msowtadttneer f un d s
ity 1improvements nat iroefidwntdbse. aMalnoyc astteadt emoorfef i
not basedaogeWhatwsthoeyiviewlrednsiderat
osrt ate environment aloeamd nf ircceasmpooinmsg bao fl fiitcyi atlos s et
rioritiesar ghivetdthsltpelera, i at I eapprdeignegc d s dtihmeiveil s b f s e e d
undingdtbd atgiRdF st,1i mBFwhoéd i namnascuifaflilcyi esnetl f

Q
=)
2.
o

<

practicevaerfi eacmaed&i hgca wsa edgecusaibgleya tva ch gpr oj e
e favorable tr e atsmernotj Thtcehys mg @ontehrearl Icyo nenduingiitbilee

eral wemnartespu(iarnedd to repay 100% of the funded
oan through amiSRhmvieenntdetdhhdapdapropcess of st
iptryi obory which projects wihalt rtehoee ipwen gfreuentdsiyn g .

reviewed by the CWAwaasustpheocriiazfilfnggd OcWdinemi t t e e s .

cial purpwasdegrgntydduatbhdfeg t s hantzed in the C]
ter Act or the Safe Drinking Water Act.

o o =

£9 B8 e g 4 T o8 o6 =
o ~+0o —a~ o

oD o =

5

mber s 0
cases, t h

f Codfgorre sas sipnetceirfviecn ec ommuni ty for a num
e
under an SR
u
If

communities may have been unsuccessf fu
loan or other primgamam.d R dirr osuggrhe ,a tsk
ceptably hiwdurd ebseuclatu sien rienpcaryeiansge dt hue

wade e med c
hamdubygebur dens ome.

repayewaeu

In the early years of this congressional practic

Houseoweafsithe EPA approprfatiohs,rimed s {tpepaht 1 e th
earmarking by rejecting or redupasmgedmbagtsl]l ando
Thergfopecial purpose grawtasd ungdsdigmng hdewr rHsomuwseer a1l o
Senate conference ®Be gfi haFiYalgdp99a,p rhioaweivoenrs, bbioltlh. t h
Senate proposed earmarked projects 1in their r1esrt
with the final total owmberdofepmonpedtbyaandntdeotdd
Th Clean Water AcefTetcekndvebd yvwghream tasu tphroorgirzaant i o n s

e
after FY1990. One result of earmar kwiasg special g
perpetuate grantdsngswasmewhodrofré€atment constri
This pr@€ongecegs deEiPA grants for drinking water sys
not previous I Hp wkeenm , a awan Ildadhbelc ansesgtednseer catli omp posi ti o
consgsieonal earmarkingfF&2ddped the practice

Local Cost Share on Special Purpose Gi

The federal percentage ns hsapreec iaanld pluorcpaols emagtrcahn trse ¢
on the project and the yeenalry opfr ofjuenddthisn g(l. ® $T09r8 9¢e)x, a 1
CWA me nd mepretecsi ffieedde rtales ¢ owhi s harenge.dn fFrYoln® 9725 % t o

and FY1993, the appropriation@sagransgpdainfdiead ttih
resulting 1n al rccoqmmmurneinteinets ftoor plroocvai A€t ar 45 % s ha
FY1993, the appempeitwbeaoawetrkBotsty for the specia
grants In the FY1995 appropriation bill, which
FY994 to several needy cities, Congress address
report language accompanying thé% bill, but not i

8 H.Rept. 103715, accompanyingd.R. 4624 103% Cong., 2d sess., p. 42.
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Water Infrastructure Financing: History of EPA Appropriations

The conferees are in agreement that the agency should work with the graentecipi
appropriate costhare arrangements. It is the confeteegectation that the agency will
apply the 45% local cost share requirement under Title Il of the Clean Water Act in most

cases.

In the FY1996 appropriati cecmpso,r tlsotwhe rtehes iacetnta md o
cost share and applicability of Title II require
require only a 5% local match for most of the st
standarg madgnthifmone timhdr aBRAuncamre gsantkes Under
the 1 ocal rnat-(k]hndoahalvflnckudasilwel1 as funding t
In the FY1997 appropriations, Congress included
fedétrand local co%t share requirements.

The conferees are in agreement that the Agency should work with the grant recipients on
appropriate costhare agreements and to that end the conferees direct the Agency to
develop a standard cesthare consistent vhitfiscal year 1995.

The FY1998 and FY1999 appropriations included ne
However, language in the Hous &r eapnodr tSse noant et hAep ph Ylp
and FY1999 bills directed EPA t o -swhoarrke wi th grant
arrang®ments.

For FY2000, Congress included explitcit report 1 a

The conferees agree that the $331,650,000 pedvid communities or other entities for
construction of water and wastewater treatment facilities and for groundwater protection
infrastructure shall be accompanied by a-@bstre requirement whereby 45 percent of a
projects cost is to be the responsityilof the community or entity consistent with long
standing guidelines for the Agency. These guidelines also offer flexibility in the application
of the costshare requirement for those few circumstances when meeting the 45 percent
requirement is not posue.

Similar report 1 an gsuhaagree croenqcueirrneimmegn tlso caaclc ocnopsatn i e
reports on the appropriati obesgibninliFn¥Yg2 6widtph F Y2 00 1
Congresisesds pencitfthe approprlicaggdrlenofl pgiogkati costha

not 1 e&SB.itnmhialnar 1 y, tbheeg iFnn2iOn0g3 waiptphr opri ations 1egi
also specified that, except for those 1limited 1ir
wai ver esfh atrhee meeogduti rt he ear mar ked gobS%tofs haanl 1l pr
individualc opsrto,j ercetgar dl ess of the amount appropr
The practice of earmarking special project water
in FY2007, Co® n gyneeasrs mnmoprpaltioerdt um on ear mar ks in al
the next three years, special preijneccltu dgirnagnt s wer

EPA—-but again in FY2011, no special project fund
Fol l owi ng ttheer n2 Ocll0e chiidon and during subsequent mc
appropriations we(rdei swmdere dc dresl iodwe)r, a ttthoen gener al

earmarks of specific projects had Beowmaghighly
number of them, concern over the influence of s
congressional oversight. In response, President

9 H.Rept. 104812, accompanyingd.R. 3666 104" Cong., ®'sess., p. 74.

104 Rept. 105175, accompanyingd.R. 2158 105" Cong., F'sess., p. 695.Rept. 108216, accompanyin. 2168
108" Cong., 24sess., p. 82.

11H Rept. 106379, accompanyingd.R. 2684 106" Cong., F'sess., p. 141.
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ar ks, the Hodse ¢tkheteRdpdbi heahafc
rules, and chairman of the Senate Appropriat
earmar ks for 2011 and -yFeYa2r0 la2p.p rTohpursi,a ttihoen sF YnReOalsl
no congressionallyt diumadst edrs pvaadical imfajastruct u
STAG account . However, it dsidddmtc:]l udlke0 fminldlsi ar qfu
Nat iivlel aVges and $-MOx thioirpleopetos . U. S.

The FY29¢t2arfabpbpbropreatl enscmabaained no special
EPA STAG account . The FY2012 bill did include fu
($10 millioMegxiama Homwrddr Sprojects ($5 million).

containing e
t

The moratorium on congmnuesdds i dha l-yFeYalr) radp ffrsnol frais a tcioa
measBrk.6§] 1 tcbntained no special project funding i

recent bills, hwmwdksv efrqr 1A1 adsikda 1 Mactliuwdee afnd Rur al
for -Me.xSi.co border projects ($4.7 million). Simil
in FY2014 ®PnbH.-F&k@®t1ldtned no special project fund
for FY2014, but did 1nclude funds for Al aska Nat
U. Mexico border projects ($5. hi-2 B35 dwma)s. tThhee sFaYneO |
as FY2014. Both the FY2016P.adn-d llablnR2 (L1-3 Jlalppr opri at
respectively) included $10 million for -Al aska Na
Mexico border progekEY2301 ®rirgwdghectnst rtéloq weahpit mipnraotpeo f
for these two progr ams.

Additional Subsidization

Al t hough the CWSRF and DWSRF have largely functdi
impl ementing stdadcddiatgicanrayl”’toudpriodieadetail mn conditi o
its amendmenStDsWAians t1h909s56i,2a etds t o use up to 30% of
capitalization grants to provide additional assi
negative interest rate loandeteéopmherét¢tg®dysabdeant a
Congress amended the CWA in 2014, ad¥ding similar
In addition, approprinmé¢gqg wsintsatdecst st oi nu sree cneinnti nyuena rps
of their allotted fundiszati provTldicAmdmdicadanhaga s v
Recovery and ReinRelstSmelmthi Adht refqud2 ¢ ed (tates to
their “Ponods doenoaald dsiutbisi di zation to eligible recip
principal, mnegative interest "SBobseqoengrants or
appropriation acts have included similar conditdi
Te FY2016, FY2017, and FY2018 appropriations ac:t
10% of the CWSRF grants and 2t00% porfo vtihdee IDDWSIR R igorna
subsidy to eligible recipientsveéeninther dotrml odnd
grants (or any tombination of these).

NodA nfrastructure Grants

The CW8Tmendments authorized federal grants to a
to manage water pollution from noaopesintctobuncges

12 These appropriations for these purposes had been authorRed 04182, theSafe Drinking Water Act
Amendments of 1996.

1342 U.S.C. §306]12(d).
1433 U.S.C§1383().
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forestry, and mining sites. Bewaduddieflilcohmhpet i nyg
Congress to fund this grant progracnt .and ot her wa
Appropriators did fuisd gSamcgradm phdRagemans aac &RFH
(abateme,mtn,d o« omitpdianla nFcYel 9 9 0 , FYIux9 Iw,e laln d eH Yv1Iw9 9 2

authorized lewetls.agmr ¢hrei £FtYdO®99Y93moved funding 1in
grants account, therebyfrpamvcdompuegt imn §¥pek ér iotfi epsr
Congrasdaldle state grants forpmagongmmenn a»fsemgle
consttdddgrantsldppngpsioagt Comgr eSdmiemidsotrrsaetdi oan C1 i
proposal for a mnoorset aftlee xgirbalnet sa,ps pare dkafecylr tetd e tme nit mp 1f
t he fsetdactrealpartnership iIm mover oGamegmtadyscplrasagrr a ms
provided specific funding amounts for certain pr

appropriation.

Apppprpiations Chronology

Thsecsummarizes, 1n chronologicailt comsdeirn tchoengr e s
STA&Gccount s iCnhWAz mde thed mel D t8s7

FY1986, FY1987

The authorizatiBb.nL.pdeviaOsl F ¥d¥Y9IR9&9rde.d Boyy t he ti me t he
amendments were enacted, FY1986 was over, as wa s
for those two ytecsednt heipdiregt hpdreopfogram che
cont di-dedF®irn FY1986, Congress appropriated
isting oafp$®WHd mid | Domember 1985 (while Cong
thorization legislaPihndiinth @Jta neuvaernyt ula9l817y) waansd
ieoni nmoJrul y 1986.

FY1987, while debate on CWA reauthorization
i on, sistent with his legislative proposa
er 1 Congr e sPs LaSpO@@Od p5r99Ht Hdws e d, bohlyob$
on o t amoumen dviamsg reen accatsmedn ti momfe dai art eca uyt,
wa s conference. Following enact mer
7 fun rel e ed as Palk.t7 Jof0 a suppl e me
r S me a s e agreed, however, t o s h

n 0

t S

e
=0 O O
— oo -
—c »n o
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986,
f h
e

Mg Qo™ oo
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n
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n

e
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t
n

her p r iPt L .4vd Thre ualailt st oa catli
t mon was $2.361 billion.
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FY1988

FY1988 the President again requested $2.0 bi
islation ppopvoDgiPndt-FWHDNBEEE omni bus continuing
d EPA and other federal agencies). I'n 1it, Con
.n tFsi nal action on the EPA budget axndtoihgr fu
ks between Congress and the White House. Redu
y spending cuts requi-Wkeidt ¢ cHommptd eangdroetiec mae ncto n g r
budget. The final construction grants approrfr
td in separate versions of a bill passed by t
.4 Dbillion.

# =g tme o m
NS S o oo
o B —® S0 "
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FY1989

For FY1989%Re akraens irckeeqmute st ed $1.5 billion, or 35%
37.5% less than the authorized level of §$2.4 Dbil
appropriations bill, the House and Senate voted
respectively. PThed D vals fSilgzBde biidme¢bmded $68 mil
special projects in four statnss Whms$ltBB82abi hh
That total was divided equally between the previ
progr am, as provided Pln. t4h(®0 aut horizing language
The FY1989 legislation was the first to include
grants’s i@moEPAruction grants account, an action t
di scussed above Al'l ofletgghs lptojoamctwerftumdaed i th att
aut horized in provisions ofP.tLhd) 1Waliha deasailgnayt Ad
projects were in BoS5td »noflamhcdh oWQAi, dt a nf Sred ttilpan B
wastewater treatment project), San Diego/ Tijuana
treatment project needed because of the flow of
border), DesactMoomeS§]5] Af ¢S sewage treatment plan
Beach/ Redhook, NY (Section 512 of thet WQHA, to re
wemear wastewater treatment works in New York Ci

FY1990
For FY1990, Psbasdigkeantr eRavaegaan d $1.2 billion in w

assistance, or 50% 1 ess than the authorized 1evVve
of $1.95 billion. Further, the Reagan budget pro
inlEitVI monies and $400 m11110n in Title II1 grar
that appropriations be equally divided bet ween t

Bussh revised FY1990 budget, prgeesse nftreodm itnh eMaRrecahg aln

budget 1in this area.

In acting on this request, Congress agreed to pr
special projects (Boston, San Diego/ Tijuana, anc
cach foandiPVLet4HdDN Title II1 funds were reduced b
to funds earmarked for a specific project 1in Sol

appropriated, all funds in the bill were reduced
construction grants account ) tso apmrtuogv ipdreo gfruanmd s f ¢

Final FY1990 appropriations YWOPO® Budge¢d Regaone il
measure and implementation of the Balanced Budge
GramRmdmdaml ]l ings Act), which established procedur
resulting in a zerfoi sdoeafli cyietarbyt hhadt9 3t. h eF ode feiacciht w
maximum targets established in law, an automatic
eliminate deficits 19 eexceeas¥osr adpfic atmhaen etnatr gceatnsc etlhlrac
budgeatesmoyurces

Thus, to meet budget reduction mandates and, 1in
Balanced Budget and Emer ge nRwd fleaflilciintg sC oAncttr)o 1 Ac
additional fundi nPg Lc-2 89 twvheer eBuidngceltu dReedc oinnc i 1 i at i o
affecting construction grants fundi®Rgdanad all ot
proceBul e2s3pfbrlo vi d e s etqhuacts’ptrhact e dnr es wu-nder the Gra
Rudmdml 1ings Act would be allowed to apply for a
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of the yea
s s

program t to the act.
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As a 1
billio
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grants, and
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fordamgiprog
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FY1991

For FY1991, rPagwesdteend Blusth billion in fund
assistance. This total included $15.4 milldi
in Section 510 of the Water Quality Act of

O

treatment project. The remainder, $1.584 billi
Title VI of the act, as the 1987 legislation

BgapprbPAi atPohsS DY CEXNEPBEs(agreed
in wastewater treatment assistance.

=
-
co —- —
= ——o
N o —
o5~
—

unding for the traditional Title TII

[

s B

Steacrtbiloddn {d WQA), and $16.5 million for

N e B
—gq < O O O O ~ e =0
= =

=
= o 0 0

me nt
vel r
s pag
esult

-
(¢}
o 0B 0 O v o

S
e
e

amtid lumder the expired Title
a

gr ee ment grants to the states.

C
In acting on the request in November 1991,
b i

these reductions, funding for

1 n

1 cities: Boston, San Diego,
ects he&WAbmeennd maewntt lso r ii zZdeedn oitnh etrh et hl
statutory authorization. Al so,

pr o vtiidci nsgp eannd iandgd irtei douncatli’oamu tionmaE P A

wa S

0 million more thancimlFYPr®§ ®.ctBEhe
t on, Des Moines, and Honea Path/ Wa
67 million for Title VI grants.
e
m

T h

Pd Lt-b4@®iy. ec.o,n fSe2rfefese bosnt bi nag¢g t i bg f
s and accouvhudmagn fpeaarrteifaklgates t @ f . t

o0
N —~

to pi

Be gi
d for capitalihetaon gasnpsouwunded Tnttihe)
f gr an

acted level included several earmarkings:

a n

ative Agreement Progra®hend®ersBadme onhaddi4
ted $16.5 million to,anmuppwartterstqatad i p ¢ r mia tnt
ietciieasl,l ye stpo offset the reductions i1in aid
etasides from the previous Title
quested, but providedpriats oa,ponthe
nefaEPArogram manage me st raepgmurespgr.i at i
of these earmarkings, $2.048 billior

t o
I1

sident wBaussthe waetqeure sttreeda t$me n9t bfiul nl di sc
an authorized under the Water

the $d.Pchuddti onovghtwl$lthebPkks
I T ¢

Qu a

Ne v

$16

Congr

il Pi &n-1 D2 The total was allocated as follows:

x $1,948.5 million for SRF capitalization
X $16.5 mBEtilddostn(fbor( 3) grants,

15 Section 104(b)(3) grants have been used to support a variety of special studies and projects allowing states and
localities to demonstrate innovative approacldmplementing the core water quality program.
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X $49 million for thhice-Bsiog aamaeneat5ii@n @jfecthein San

Water Qual

ity Act),

Xx $46 million to the Rouge River (MI) National

Project, a

X $340 milli
several ot
(Baltimore
San Diego

FY1993

For FY1993
grants (no
be targete
Diego, Sea
toward a M
treat ment p
NogaAZasnd Ne
President a

project and g

Fi

ap

nal
p

and
c
e
e
S

r

o =0
ho e B

Se
s p
t h
Bo

n

a
t 0 b
c u 0

gb—‘ob—l.oo
O S o o
>—5 5 e

nd

on as construction grants under ti°
h e+t hsep cHriaivaklr pMasjteovtas er Tr eat ment P

), Maryland, the Boston Harbor pr o
(a wastewater reclamation project).
ation bill was the fvesal tpropnedcusdec
lly authorized in the Clean Water A
resident Bush requested $2.484 bill
alled the wated tatfalsitmraltided H3T4Q
or 55% construction grants to siX ¢
e, and Baltimore. In addition, t he
taveBorcdasibktitmig of $65 million f or
nt at San Diego (to address the Ti]j
River, CA, and c99 0inmiaT8Tthaem. as 50 %

o requested $16.5 million for Secti
rant amount s, the request sought $ 2

on FY1993 fundR.nlg. 3Rdc2ulktr epdr oni dept a
of $2.55 billion, but $622.5 milldi
nts. The bSielclt iporno v3ild9e dg r$a5n0t smialnldi o$nl
)(3) grants out of the SRF amount.
se grants: the intefSematiomal 10r @edt

, withppidd flumgiumgef crali hon)propjast pabpj$
t on; New XsogkiSan DiRogig:e , Re¥atdtrt]l jéhroeraen ,Count y

NJAt 1 aanntdac D éd vinn aTe x a sa,n dAArNezw nMe x1 ¢c 0. The final SR.

unedr t he billl

Early in 1993,

inves’'smentding
proposal and
the bills ena
additional S R
Y1994

r FY1994, t
nds in this
xilkamdeor epct
quest also

e O

F
F
f
Me
r

e
The final ver
infrastructur

was $1.928 billion.

esident Cleadomwmomire quttismeldudg h
the form of supplemental FY

r atd
n 19¢
u b snecqluuednetd mmodddiiftiieodn aplr oSpRoFs aglr ain't
d
u

b

by ConBrlk s2s4PQ h .- 6Ppromwied eedd t he

P
i
S
e
funds .

a
ct
F

he Clinton Administration requested
request were $1.198 billion to car
grants, and $hliOp0 cmwinimuinoint yf o(rB oas tsoint
included $599 million to capitalize
sion BSfLtIBBOPFNOGOIDdAdelle s BaTibnl(ior
e/ state revolving funds. Of this tc

16 Coloniasare unincorporated areas outside city boundaries along théldx&o border. Most lack adequate public
utilities, especially water and wastewater services.
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drinking water SRFs, 1if authorization legislatic
grants; $2f2ormiSelcitoinomwalsO0O4 (Bl G@dn gmrantfor dngdulhnd/
Di egSoection 510 of the WQA. This resulted in an
water SRFs.

In addition, the final bill providedcthat $500 1

financing in economically distressed/hardship cc

available for spending until May 31, 1994, and
s

CWA for t hi

Thus, the Dbivlildeas S$eln@2clt8e dbigrdd on i mmediately for
expectation that $500 million more would be avai
after May 31, 1994.

purpose.

FY1995

5, President Clintontreqtuensd edoBi H$t5i bg
or CWA SRFs, $100 million for Section 3
52.5 million for a grant to San Diego f
$47. 5 mi Ibloirodne rf oprr oojtehcetrs t MefxéiRcaabmi T b1 on t
rigjsects, and $100 million for grants under
. request included $700 million for ¢
iaitngnl e Tise IbRurdegseitd eanlts o requested $21.5 mi
ative agreements.

= £ 00 5o
O+ N o — =

agreement on FYIBILS.3fhhdnagt o
provided a total of $2.962 bi
on was for grants under Sectio
PubIWae¢Syrs tSeupeowiprngganatms (grants to
Act to support state 1implementation
Section 510 project in San Diego, an
enactment of authorization legislation).

7

00 -~

The remaining $2. 01
water SRF grants to s
amount, 26%popfophe at o
tates. The ear mar ked
100 mil ciidBoHodont he

ally, the conferees rienlced ausdee dofbitliHe 1&mEu amiel Icic
dy cities money (because the authorizing comr
aut horize specific Brlojlddbtdss facl lhaws been int e

50 million to Boé¢ bpiem gTe$x5a0s ,mi$l 110i omi 1floiron f or
[ oini aNew Mexi co, $70 million for a New York
clamation facility, $85 million for the Ro:
thoo fAngel es, oW nhiplsloifmmpg efl s ,t meand $35 mil
r Seattle, WA .

illion was for CWA proje
ates under Title VI of t
al) was designated for 45

amounts ranged in size froc

- B M e
o o ~
o3 oW

- o = QO s
©c = 0o QO =

FY1996

In Fegbidwdis5, Pr

e s i
requested $2.365

dent Cl i nfso nb usdugbenti trteeqdu etshte fAodrmi
billion for water infrastructur
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state revolving funds, $500ngniflundsn, fSIr5 0 rminlkli inc
support Mexico bordMexpcanpneBosdaendEnvithentde 8t al
NAFTAnd $100 million for special need/ economical
the request, but pBestwumed, tpl be $ hf emidleldi dwrf or
needs in Alaska Native Villages.

In February 1995, congressional appropriations

rescind previously appropriated BYTOREr faundso as
shape the budget and federal spehddPgL.-THOse e ff
l19whi ch rescinded $16. 5 nbbielrl ioofn dienp atrottnaeln tfsu,n dasg efr
progr ams. In the water infrastructure area, it

appropriations including the $3.2 million for a
funded Pt.wi.8&)MVidknnd $1,i107 4q9qt0hDr, OWdHt er infrastructu
Al 't hough not contained in bill language, it was
consisted ksiamlgelwpa tefr &SrRiFn funds (leaving $1.235 b
funds, $778.6 million f-ebroteha rammorknetds waass toerwiagienra Iy
appropandt 82825 mil-HYIo%9 5 nd Fiynnl®i9tg water SRF fund
been zaadhori

It took wuntil April 1996 for Congress and the Ad
appropriations for EPAPak.-1p3p4 4 mefoldommitbeuds flievgi s |
appropriations bills not yet enacted due to disa
Agreement came as the Hdsfadvegrar was more than
Before that, however, congressional c¢c&®&®Wfberees r
legislat HoR. fIRORBPAS)GE10@onferees agreedotro provi
a new account titled State and Tribal Assistance
state environmental management grants for 16 cat
funded in a separate appdeodrfila.tli2ohsbialclcioarmtf o rT hee
SRF grants, $275 million in new appropriations

for specia purpose project grants. Report [ angt
also includedFY21295mapbbropr fR.olind PlsOBrhes dirn diékd nign
water SRF money woeunladc tbnee natv aoafli aShIiWAIign ptd mdn on t ha-
would autilhdkidinge watadpy StRFe rpwiosge,am t would revert
grants 1if the SDWA were not 1 eautphoreinzteida lblyy June
avaifablérinking water SRF grants $500 million.

The November 1 H?R. aignOcdOundeendt $o6n5 8 mi I 11i on for con
environmental grants. In doing so, Congress end:c
flexible approachmemnts ivaftedEPAramt ¢ ,0 -sitmhprego vel t he

partnership in environmental programs. In Tieu

state air, wa taenrd, ohtahzearr dporuosg rvaanmsst,e cons ol idated g
admimnative burdens and improve environmental pe
target funds to meet their specific needs and 1ir
appropriasssupplomtgreasas described ih accompanying

The conferees agree that Performance Partnership Grants are an important step to reducing
the burden and increasing the flexibility that state and tribal governments need to manage

17 H.Rept. 104384, accompanyingd.R. 2099 104" Cong., F sess., in Congressional Record, vol. 1ati.,193, daily

ed. December 6, 1995, 14.14132 This was the second conference report on this bill; a previous agreement, reflected
in H.Rept. 104353 was rejected byne House on November 29. However, amounts in the State and Tribal Assistance
Grants account were the same in both versions.
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and implement their environmental protection programs. This is an opjpprtaruse

limited resources in the most effective manner, yet at the same time, produce the results
oriented environmental performance necessary to address the most pressing concerns while
still achieving a clean environment.

cluding stgtrend¢dsvimonmentsalme account with wat
felddet g ssespport for enhancing the ability of st
vironmental programs’s fdebxibly badpsappde tblfock
Indian tribes.

N el
5 BB o B

H. R. c200f%rence agreement also included 1legisl:
EPA from spending money to implefdet Adenvarasltrany
opposed the riders. The House and Senate appr ove
vetoed it, because of objections to spending anoc

lunding 1in plApcrei If rlo9nd 60,c t bPbA ra nld9 9t 5h et op
(along with agencies and department
were t$ubmecontonaisngriresobfits bost
sseVar Mhrwh 1996, the House and Sen
opriations bill to fund EPA and oth
e

1

With weaf
administe
yet enact
t
a

S

S
some 1 as e
e

e mdin tR . i) B @spArPitle dd kR0 bgrleds s( agreed t
3 billion for a new accownt titled
and 1 nHrRst2t®kQ uvet asd i me¢anwreeg. aFha
11 ows:

illion for cleaniwatéor SRF grants (
impoverished communities),

$500 million in new appropriations for drink
$§150 millidboworder Mevwijeedolgognmass remgdeFdxas

li Nmtfiore Aliddlkges, as requested,
$§141.5 midpdomalfopurdposengroject grants

X X X X X
&+
—
W
=

$658 milli otne df osrt actoen seonlviidraonment al grants, wh
to administer a range of. delegated environme:

Report language provided that themidlrliinkn nfgr ovmt e 1
FY1995 appropriations that rPmdi-h@dflavaal adbleael ad
$§725 million. The drinkingnewatet mSRF ménétyggiwaid at
aut hwmagn zSRF pr odghrea nt aufnedeDrr i nking Water Act by Aug
would revert to clean water SRF grants.

The finalP.alg#lS)ePmlema]l ded several of the legislat
versions of the legislation, including riders 71 e
otthse strongly opposed by the Administration.

Funds within the State and Tribal Assistance Gr a
passed Safe Drinking Water Act amendmeh.tls. in Aug
1 0-482 occurrebtdadmehAugihset Au gu bk t-1 31tdhdacta dwloiunled ihna v e

made $725 mlidlfioom drviankKiatbg water SRF grants in F

18 The conference report ¢hR. 3019(H.Rept. 104537) references the conference report on the vettbBd 2099
making the two reports together the fsthtement of the conference committee regarding EPA funding and the State
and Tribal Assistance Grants account.
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St a

1 e debate
mitted the
reques:t t

pi1 aPrens dwas
udget . For we
consisting of

over 8p
det a b
otal e

$1.35 billion for c¢clean water SRF grants (th:
would authorize states the discretion to use
or drinking water projects),

$165 milS-Moxib®opeWj ecctcow, ohdaumwsd Al aska Native
Village projects,
$113 million for mneedy cities projects,

$5mal1li
e name nt

on for drinking water infrastructure
of authorizing legislation, and

$674 million for statse Ipedraftoerdmammcenea gpeanretnrnt e rgsr ha
which could address a range of environment al

messpd o t he sAdrmeiqnuiessttr,a tiinonJ une 199 6.tRhe House
6providing FY1997 funding for EPA. In the St a
d $2.768 billion, $84 million 1ess
t. The total provided the following
65 mil-Me » i Boa geeng e g ucesklaaeradigansd or U. S .
Village projects; $450 million for
; $674 million for state perfor manc
i on fgorranstesven special purpose

0w o0 @
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a

.8 on for thins wattomnIRF comasn ts
king water SRF grants, cont
rc op romjicarsd s Al aflska sNative Vill
fofFhe omomrhii tdtad &€ dr sjt adctee g rtameg spr
providing $129 million for specia
Orleans requested by the Administration,
ed etofhsteksxpensevol ving funds and does not

adt REp#Bd)S. 104

He Ra tidn6&Ste pt e mber, the Senate adopted an
appropriation for c¢clean water SRF grants
ng water SRF program. dIshitso atchtei odnr iwnaksi nign twe
m which had been 1l ost when Safe Drinking \
1, 199 6pa sTsheuds ,b itlhle pSreonvaitdeed $701 milli on
. 275 billion ffooar dFYh%k9 hg Otaher SRFumrgtrsa nit s
ged.

confer edn Re BEOHRPOHpBOnwas approved by the Hous
tember 24, 1996. PresidenR. [CRiOMX4oht si ghldct & d

Appropr iH.tR.on3sd &6 mma mmietet a & p
i
n
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promise -ofdt Speansdboennds ebi 1 1 s, providing the foll

te and Tribal Assistance Grants account ($2. 8
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$625 million for c¢clean water SRF grants,
$§1.275 billion for drinking water SRF grants
$165 million,U.a8de xriecqou ebsotredde, rc dpbromjicacsd s, Te x a s
Al aska Native Village projects,

X $136 million for 18 specific wastewater, wat
(the 7 speeiafsided. i, pdiwss el l more; the Dbill pr

for each of the needy citiadgd omrojpardt s nrd s
amounts ), and

X $674 million for ,cowhioclhi dcactueldd sstuaptpeo rgtr ainmpsl e n
of a rangeonamfendgm] progr ams

The allocation of clean water and drimsmking water
action to restore funds to the drinking water pr
Act amendments?® in early August.

Subsegue@edgress passed a FY1997 Omnibus Consoldi
agencies and depayretame nftusn dfi mrg wvwhidc moftulble en enact
(PL. -208 It included additional funding for seve
(on top of $40P.mhi I21004v4 opr © h & deBldesat munp Hparr dbjoerc t .

FY1998

President Clinton psebadiged rkhkquAdmi dost FX1OO&B i
For water infrastructure and state and tribal as
consisting of $1. OS7TRSF bgirlalnitosn, f$07r2 Sc Ineialnl iwoant efror d
grants, §715 million for consolidated state envi
project grants .

House and Senate committees began activities on
due prolonged negotiations bet weyeena rC obnugdrgeests palnadn
achieve a balanced budget by 2002. After appropr
the House’spaspspad ghBRa t(BodB®Spd . 7)51I05 July 15. I n t he
and Tribal Assistance Grants accowmmnti,sttimeg HduSe .
billion for c¢clean water SRF grants ($600 millior
than requested by the President), $750 million f
than FY1997 level sanbtule $26qumé dt),on$ mMd»@ emitlhl i on
assistance grants, and $269 million for special
projects requested by the Administration but at
proj,ecptlsuyys $120 million in special project grant
The Senate passed a separate versionS.of] 34 FYI19C
S.Rep63. 106 provided $3.047 billion for the STAC
clean water SRF grants, $725 millione for drinkir
environmental assistance grants, and $247 millic
provided the amounts 71 equeMetxeidc ob yb otrhdee rA dpnmrionjiescttrsa
col oniasnsd Al aska Native Vil loargeo tphreorjse crtesq u ebsutte dn ob

9P L. 104182 the Safe Drinking Water Act Amendments oB69enacted August 6, 1996, authorized the creation of
the drinking water state revolving fund (DWSRF) program.
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plus $82 million for 18 specia

Presiden ,
1 guage.

report

Conferees reached agreement onH.FRY1,291&e8Hpand

)
n

t
a

Il proj

ing ir

1 0-39)7. The final version passed the House on Oct

President C1l ilntQcnt ofbieprn-@2d70 Sthse dndct ed, it p
for the STAG account, consisting of $1.35
drinktaearg SRF grants, $745 million for cons
(which could address a rangd 8898nwmitdnman
purpose project and special communatgrneed
eatment and drinking water facilities, a
l1l owing amounts for grants requested by

e
n
n
$§75 mill tMenx ifcoor blb.rSd.er projects,

$50 millioml dwitaslexas

X
X
X $50 mfdtiBamaston Harbor wastewater mneeds
X $10 million for New Orleans,

X

$3 million for Bristol County, MA, and

ro
b i
ol
f

b

Xx $15 million for Alaska Native Village project

The fi

=]

al bill also provided funds for all
nd Senate versions of the legislatdi

< T
o o
-
wv wn
o

5 oo

of tt
on, pl

Bill lTanguag®. Wa63 0fiel hdwdscioaltleast etroa lcirzoes scl ean w
drinking water SRF funds, t hat s, to use the c¢c
Revolving Funds as common security for both SRFs
maximum opportunndge ftohesd atesds.o Jewate committ
said that the conference report on the 1996 Safe
bond pooling and similar arrangements were not |
appropr ilaatnigoumnasgebiwals intended to ensure that EPA
interpretation of this ‘puosiento fwhSiRcFh fwonudlsd restric
On November 1, 1997, President Clint®nLused his
10-3)0 t o cancel six 1items of diPs dr-66li0®hery budge
Preassdauthority under t'Hiosn garcets st; 0 of kh uesf, f et chti si nwatst
appropriations bill affected by it. The cancelle
purpose grants in the bill, $500, 000 for new wat
Mc Connel l s burfgo,r PtAh e Rceaanscoenlsl ati on, according to
project had not been requested by the Administra
and is outside thewvabkcmpesddnEPAt is adbow priori
and it would provide funding outside the nor mal
environmental priorities.

However, in June 1998, the Supreme Court struck
unconstitutional, andenth dmdyBotdgeOfdneceuwnde Manhb

20 5 Rept. 1053, accompanying. 1034 105" Cong., ®'sess., p. 71.

21 Office of Management and Budg&Cancellation Pursuant to Line Item Veto Adi2 Federal Registe59768,
November 4, 1997. The President atamcelled funding for two other projects in the EPA portion of the bill, a water

and wastewater training institute in Alabama and a solar aquatic wastewater treatment plant in Vermont. These projects

were funded under a separate EPA account in thehglenvironmental programs and management account.
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would be 1ol

aissednfced 14Q@ 1 on s ma d e 1in 1997 under

cancePlbkBdoj atShat Conhgpesvibadl gooverturned. (For
informaCRSnRepaeret! tRlud3 3Vey¥ >, and Expanded [ mpoundme

Hi story and,

Chy r¥int g iSt.iggad uA. Mc Murtry

FY1999

Presideist b@ldigettomr equest for FY1999, presented t
requested $2.9 bIrlilhiackn sftam cteh eGr Sitnattse aacmcdb unt , re
$7.9 billion total requested for EPaAn pwatgara ms . T
SRF grants, $775 million for drinking water SRF
projects aMeoxnigc ot hbeo rW@.eSr. projects and in Al aska N
needy cities projects,d ashtd $83Vdrmnimknonl fgr amo s s
address a range of environmental programs).
Legislative action on t-h29dudBethrkkquess ofclomg
increased amounts for water 1nfr a&s treeugcut fuare i nar
clean water and drinking water SRF grants, as we
the Senate Appropriations Committee dO&P8Erted it s
(S . 2S1.6R8e p-2 1)6.1 0T5Shis bill, passed by the Senate Ju
STAG account, consistiag SRFS$Sdrdndbs ] 13800 fmrl i e
water SRF grants;Me&kli®kt5 minldl iAdm stkar Nd.tS.ve Villag
for 39 other special mneeds infrastructure grants
partnership/caAssgion iEK¥19 L& anttlke committee includ
statescoblatresalize their clean water and drinki
the language explicit for FY1999 and thereafter.

Second, the House pamduiendgHi MRisl,H.d@®etp 1 .1h)0 bodfnd EPuAl y
29. This bill provi daecd o%u3n.t2, beiolnlsiiosnt ifnogr otfh e$ 1S T2AC
water SRF grants, $775 million forMadxiimdkiammnggd wat e
Al aska Native Village projects, $253.5 million f
(incl udijnegc tnsi nael spor of unded in the Senate bill), a
management grants (a 20% increase above FY1998 a
Conferees resolved differences Hb &t wH.édRedppthe t wo v
1056)9. The conference agreement provided $3.4 bi
$§1. 33 iwin for clean water SRF grants, $775 milli.
for -Mk.xSi.co aNdt AV as Midldl BRge projects, $301. 8 mill
needs project grants, ardv$ 880 mmntkt hi(owhrifcghr a snt &1 ¢
could address a range dheehHvusenmadt SEnptegnpms)
agreement on October 7 and 8, respectively, and
Octob®r L2217 5

Additional funding was provided in the Omnibus (
Act, FIN.1D.R29MWAS5 This bill,-yewdht chupdonwvgdfdr fagdncie
depart ment s covered by seven separate appropriat
special needs grants for the Bostof Ha380Obor waste
million thatP.wva® T#®cl uded 1in
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Y2000

or FY2000, beginning on October 1, 1999, the Ad
nfr ast rtuacntcuer ea nads ssitsat e environmental grants. Th
Y1999 appropriation for this account, consisteoc
825 million for drinking watbeorrdSRF spreaeajiadt $1 2 &
rants, and $885 million f or( whoincsho lciodualtde da dsdtraetses
f environmental progr ams)

he request included one SRF policy 1ssue. The /
tates theepeamidsiop to 20% of FY2000 clean wat
rants for local communities to i1implement nonpoi
r ojlncdtesr. t he Clean Water Act, SRFs may only be 1
hsasdme types of water pollution projects which a
uitable for 1loans, as they may mnot generate 1 €Y
tate. This new authority, thet eArd nfilne xsitbrialtiitoyn tsoa
onpoint pollution problems. Critics of the prorg
educe -ttehrem lionntge gsr i ft yn do,f sai mcteatgr ants would not

omde mbers of Congress madpasrnttaikethlodrdley gmomiotuipsa lwe
equest for clean water SRF grants, $550 millior
he request was insufficient to meet the mneeds ¢
nfrastructuragackhaoawledpods tphaih®@hienredeama hi yetansion
e a commitment to states that the c¢clean wat
005. Because of Il oan repaymeents and ot
$2 billion per year 1in the year 2002,
uest. According to EPA, the $550 mill:i
pact on SRF¥Fge hay meteowtlgidrtns tcialpli taallli ozva tti hoe
ng a average amount of $2 billion in

n
e House and Senate passed their MHeRpe26B84de ver
September 1999. The conference committee 1 e€poc
sHoRepB.791Wabs passed by the eHSesmaten o@c tOcl o1 ¢
was signed by tHhe LEPYF#HLDi6Tbat f onaDcbobbkbrp26vid
all for EPA programs$hei STAGdaagofidt47Wbihino
i luded $1.35 Dbillion for c¢clean water SRF
ts, $ 8BSt angsdtrlaiiteceai lgfraimht sgenerally support st atf
mpl ement at idorne sasn da croaunl gde aodf ,e n &8 ¢ omimlelnit anl fparo gl

5 o=
=)
(@]

Me x iboaoaed Al aska Rural and Native Village projec

S
a
a

S
A
i
T
t

o ® o

pecial needs water and wastewater grants speci-f
ppwreo the Adminegtueati oo allow states to use up |

s grants for mnonpoint pollution and estuary mar
ubsequent to enactment of the EPA funding bill,
ppropr ita tfioorn sF YRc0 00 with f unPdiln-g I)8)odrwhfiicvhe ot her
ncluded provisionwidequutrianfgf @. O®%ermmedingcretio
hel lbigave the President somdbeddrkimbaduidtyi am. ahPe
he reduction were announced at t Hhse diismter iofuttihen
f the rescission resultefdori nl 329 tooft atlh er esdpuecct ii aoln
nd wastewater PBrlbj74d0Bhecisdee nptriofjieecdt si nwere reduce
nacted dgeodé¢d. ndherfeodtucteh ef tnwdos projects that ha
ressBdEXYR2000 budget requnadt NeRrOstohn€ouhAy, o MA
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St aMexsiboaaded t he Al aska Rural and Native Village
funds for the c¢lean water SRF (enacted at $1. 35
$1.345 bappiomri heon 1 evedlr iwaksi nngo twarteedru cSeRdF foorr
conisdalt ed state grants.

FY2001

The Priesbudeget for FY2001 requested a total of §
assistance and state environmental grants. For t
requested $800 milRHE omr dgwmramhea c%dham maltleiroBS r e d
FY2000 1level The request included $825 million
millionMefxibodldgSaoj ect grant s, $15 million for Al a
two needy aotialiiemg ghlahtmi It]l ,aomd (MBaw s@rolle aCosu,ntlyd) ,V
$1.069 billion for c¢ons dlwhdacthe & osutl adt ea dedmr wisrso mmer
environmental programs)

The budget included a policy r,e qwheiscth sComiglraers st o
rejected. The FY2001 budget sought flexibility f

SRF monies in the form of grants for local c¢commu

and estuary management projects.

The Houseed aippr ovwe’s sfi omd bR .EWHAGR Sp(#6 . 7)4 106 June 21,

2000. Foractchobh.nBRT A& 603vS5i ded $3.2 Dbillion ($273 mil
but $288 million below the FY2000 level). The tc
bill i oann fwoart ecrl eSRF grant s, $825 million for drin
(the budget request) for cate gverxiibccmaladdesdt ate grant
Alaska Rural and Native Villagespapsrboejdelct s. Beyon
included no funds for other special needs grant s
The Senate approved 18sRop# 50 botno oOfc ttahleedkO uln2d i ng t
the STAG aScecnepuansts,e dt hbei 1 1 provided $3.3 billion,

clean water SRF grants, $820 million for drinkir
state grants, -Me8Sbonwialddi oAl afsokra (RuSr.apr apdc Nat i ve

and $110 million for special needs water and was
In October, the Houss fawmndiSegabitl Repp &M EPA (

proiviigd $1.35 billion for c¢clean water SRF grants

million for drinking water SRF gmamfremtWheéeenact
infrastrwechuAbapkej Rutal andMeMNalbtaaavpbe oVjielcltasg easn da n d
an additional $336 million for 237 other specifi
also provided $1,008 million for state categoric
requegstwhdrh utate¢o addrbrdss a rangeTotfal nfu mdinmg
for the STAG account was §$3.6 bildipali €pnigegsass
concerning use of folre mm nwpatienrt S$SPHRPrmeesn ipdreonjte cGl ignrt
si gned the DbDiR2@®ODcAIDHDO6T 27

Subsequently, in December, Congress provided $21
water infrastddetuouoa goatPhel . $ )6 smial 1pHooRv.iisni on o
4577the FY2001 AQpnopPddti-HP 6 Al so in that 1egis
Congress enacted the Wet Weat hyeerarWa tSelr. 5Qubai 111l ti yo nA
program to reduce wet weather flows from municirg
in Section 1P2L.-DiIDHsion B, of

Congressional Research Service 96-647 - VERSIOM3 - UPDATED 22



Water Infrastructure Financing: History of EPA Appropriations

FY2002
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Bush Administration presented
ested a tocttaur eo ff ubnm2d sl, bciod nlsiiosrn
inking water SRF grants, $85(
appropriated fo Y2001) anc
tsedndar Dbe gimbb

gswerpopoerdéadw ¢
in clean water

grants 1 S

rtehqgue st that Congress modify the

in clean water SRF grants. 1
xcept for Méximoddbiroando$F Hnc
s 1in Alaska Native Villages (

Members of Congress and outsic

r o

.0
st
t

N — =

Sp
mi
N a

cl

virdes taemau gilr es pppisgrrbaunts g ¢ tTvhat ePr
6 bill i,onwhfiocrh sgteanteer aclaltye gsourpipc
ration.of a range of environr

EPAs pan Ho Ry FEB.BReQp2t .f uln0d7 n g f
o viiodne df oar twoattaelr oifn f$r2a.s4t rbuicltl
ll1ion for clean water SRF g
ial project grants (indivioc
IMle ix abmo arfjploere j &.cSX.s, and $30 mil!]l
tive Villages. The House Dbill

s
pr
b i
ec

wwlhgiramtt lpa okdmini stration had regq
gorical program grants, total STAC
lion’shrglgame st han the President

scdppropvéengi om.sof2 iReipd#t . ADFust 2
, drthat Sefhwntdi mg jfeacrt ewets epeat her

ov
ean water SRF -pgasasned ftumtdai In gf o
$ 1

was $3.49 billion, including

dorni nfkoirng wat er

a

S

t

SRF grant s, $140 million for

i fied in accompanying -Megpadotppgdeojgueadage, $B8DS5
Rural and NatilvepVbopkgkrages, an

and other appropriations bildl

0

o general economic conditions and 1 es

rade Centtehre laensds ,t hteh eP ehtiot vasgeo na.n dN eSveenra t
1 e g ss 1FaYt2i00o0n2 Hpf rRonvdiR dnkke) g(©2 E)R Ad) 17

, and President BR.slh-7li0g/iiTedd tthemabi blild

e separ atvee rffulnodw gfroarn tt hper ongerwa ns erweeqru eos t

tion, which both the House and Senate

r SRF grants, $850 million for drink

watepropndectasgracturspecified in rep

nMef oibodUpl 8o j ect s and $30 million
1

(o)

for
otal STAG funding of $3.7
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FY2003

President Bushi prefscaftlfieddm B hdbul¢gmt request 1in Fel
Congress to approprisatwatg?2. I&Trblsltlrlu@muﬁ@r PEBRA T :
$2.659 billion appropriated for FY2002). The FY?2
wat ergrSaRaFt s |, $§850 million for drinking water SRF

number of special projects (especially -in Al aska
Mexico border). The Administratieodn ipnrforpaossterdu cttou re
project spending that Congress had earmarked 1in
Al so, the Administration requested no funds for
enacted in 2000
Somde mbers of Corhgr esesqueersitt ilciveed d ftor clean water
which was $138 million below the FY2002 enacted
Appropriations Committee approved an FY2003 func
billion fSRFckeantwat&dO0 milli&n ®AY.ORe pth.an t he
1 0-7 2)2. In addition, the Senate committee bill 1in
grants, $140 million for special needs infrastr?
million for Alaska Rural and NatUMea ibWialdlearge pr o]
projects, and $1.134 billi,onwhfiocrh sctoautled caadtdergeosrsi c
environmental progr ams.
The House Appropriations Committee approved 1its
billion fatet hS8REH.pRe. 0, ghr6&8udp ¢ 4)01i07 Oct ober . This b
included $850dmihkiag water SRF grants, $227.6 1
infrastructure grants enumerated in report 1langtu
Village project grMenxtibooa #&dj andtlsl,i oman d o% 1 .UL B3 bil
categorical ,pwhgrcdmcgpmudndt sddress a.rNagehoef envi
appropriations committee included funds for the
2000 (the Administration did not request FY2003
De to complex budgetary disputes duri'fg the yea:
Congress adjourned in November 2002, and it extc
the start of the fiscal yearen€Coomg thadahd f dre F
EPA and detftheemrs en oanpenmd bas iampgpcRo plr.7/;Ht0I80 Re s . 2
H. Rep#® 1wh8i ch the President signed on February
included $1.34 billion fidrdiohedmwmwrwatramkSRIE gmaarmrt
and $413 million more for 489 special water 1infr
specified in conference report language, plus pr
on t h-ke i o ITtoradesro. provided a total of $1.14 bil
which generally support states and tribal impler
FY2004
On February 3, 2003, before compl eatsihom udfmitthe dF
his budget request for FY2004. It requested a tc
funds, consisting of $850 million for c¢clean wate
SRF grants, and $98 mpddiiohnl f oirn pAliaosrk @ yNatrioy e cV
ol

communitiesMexn ctohed d®r). As in previous years

b

22H.J.Res. ancluded an acrosthe-board 0.65% reduction to accounts funded by the legislation, and to each program,
project, andactivity within an account. This reduction is reflected in amounts described here.
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funds for congressionally ear mar B e dMepnrboejresct gr ar
of Congress upnd cirnttdrcdstedgntde request for clean

below the FY2003 enacted level), but Administrat
requesedgadredmmct ment to fund this program at the
Fudni ng at that 1 etveerlm apnedr ioovde,r ptlhuast rleopnagy me nt s o f
made b ywosutladtxepse,ct ed to increase the revolving 1e

$§2.0 billion to $2.8 billioni psntbydges @he oAdmin
requested $1.2 billi,onwhfiocrh ccaotuelgdo raidcdarle ssst aat er agnrga
progr ams

On July 25, tHe RHol2 8Kelp® p)p,bOperdovi ding FY2004 app
for EPA. As passed, the Dbill included $1.2 billdi
drinking watemi3RE ogr afmtrs ,e a%2nhx ked water infras
$75 million pPmigramntys pfogektghin Al as-ka Native
Me xico border. Senate actionSoRepd ¢)3 YoOcBcsui rorne do f a
on November -p8ssdHebBthapeovided $1.35 billion f
million for drinking water SRF gprraonjtesc,t $glr3aOn tnsi,l 1
$95 million in grants for proj e cMesxiicno Abloarsdkear .Na t

wihteh presi appryepadn ations, Congress did not en
ds for EPA bef oerw ftihsec able gyienanri;n gt houfs tEhPeA npr ogr
i of continuing resoR.ult.tl3x& XICRsdJed TE¥Y¥20a@3t
levakry B8Hryo29Kh 4] a®m December 8, 2003, t 1
mgr fiddding for EPA and other HgRncies th
e aaempfoart e miheRehpitdsO)bliDk8lo vG ded $1.34 billion
g nt s, $845 million for drinking water SRF
anar ked grants in 1isted c¢commuMeixtibomasd e Al as ka Na f
r oj?%Tchtes Senate approved the conference report o
signed the 1 egH.sH.altMWo8 Januwuary 23 (

As
fun
series
funding
provi dy
26Y3 Th
SRF ra
e

p

FY2005

The FY2005 EPA appropriation for water infrastru
programs since FY1997 (the first year in which (
wateh SaRpitalization grants, as well as earmarke
i
t

p
1

imarily to a reduction in funding for the <clee
lion since FYI1998 o $1.09 billion.

d &n tF YBWsOhS b u dFgeebtr,u aprrye s2e,n t2e0d0 4 , r
infrastructure assistance and s
lean water SRF grants, $850 mil!]l
(primarily in Al askaM&Neaitdcowebdr d gegsand

on f or ,c awthe gdhr icooaull dg raadmdtrse s s a. rAsmgenof env
t budget the Administratmenkedqpesjedtno
s. Antic ing that critics likely would f
the FY2 level ), in its budget document s
ded fund f or tihoen calnenauna Iwlayt etrh rSoRuFg ha t2 081815,
loan rep dt et hetafendanhgheeotuecms, would
age revol level of $3.4 billion. Likewis

o
—
—_—
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tate enyv
1 0on
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23H.R. 2673included an acrosthe-board 0.59% reduction to accounts funded by the legislatiaintoagach program,
project, and activity within an account. This reduction is reflected in amounts described here.
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water SRF pamgr@§&5@tmthkien annuall s etrhom ough 201
average revolving level of $1.2 Dbillion

House and Senate Appropriations committees began
On September 9, 2004, theeponsed AP YR2OPOi §dundnangcC
in a bill that 1 dsc lruedgeude sttheed Aldenwienli sotfr a$t& So0n mi 1 1 i
grants, $850 million for drinking water SRF groar
infrastructure3 p4d omldlcRis oHi.®Rtechplt6i.ndgl 08329 Sept e mber 2 |
the Senate Appropordtidontg s Cofthmis 28 aRSeopfBe5¥3hli0s8 b i | 1
which included $wa.t3e5r bSiRIFl igorna nftosr, c¢$185a0n mi 1 11 on f
grants, and $217 million for earmarked project ¢
Final action on the FY2005 appropriation did not
November 20, the HWH.uR.e (HB&RISpSteMN2itO0e8hpa Coamd ol i dat e «
Appropriations Act, 2005, iasni ognnrnibme appropmri atti
measures, including funding for EPA. Phe bill pr
decrease from the $8.4 Dbillion approved in FY2O0(
the President in February. One of the most contr
decrease for clean water aJRhogirgdhhnttshef wdadlm 0t9h &b i H Y2
$241 million mors tHhageitn {The Fiasildemetsure als
for drinking water SRF capitalization grants; §$4
communities,ViAlliagsgkeanMN alibiSaegle o j ect s; and $1. 14 Dbi
categorical whtieathe ggmaeantdly support state and tri
environment aTher®Zrhdmsbillion total for water 1in
was $542 million more than was requested by the
appropriated for FY2004. PresidentP.Bud4 Vs8I gned t
FY2006

The FY2006 appropriation for water infrastructur
which Congress appropriated less funding for the
clean water SRF copitarmaatkiedn pgogrertct Fmdnffs th:
President Bush presented the FY2006 budget 71 equec
sought 5.6% less than Congress had adpppepti atud ¢
affecting EPAMArwerhe pSiTAfGo ssecd ofunt . The budget 1 eq1
water SRF grants (33% below FY2005 appropriated
$850 million for drinking water SRF grants (a sl
fo priority projects (primaril yMeixi cAd alskrad eNra)t,i va
$1.2 Dbillion f or, swhaitceh ccaotuel gdo raidcdarle sgsr aantrsange o f
As in previous years, therAdmngressabdbnaehl ye que mt
infrastructure projects. Advocates for the SRF 7y
of ficials) contended that cuts to the c¢clean wate
needed municirpalt meanstt epWwatner itmpr ovement projects
responded that the proposed SRF reductions for I
funds above the FY2005 request |l evedetdoThese of fi
invesbi I$16i.08n iant etrh eS RcFl eparno gw a m FtYy@t0wd e n aF Y2 @ 0 4vha w© d
feder alwaf uenxdpiencgt e d t o e wder eaxnpde cttheed sttoa thea vSeR Fasn a1
revolving level of §3.dmobriel 1tihoann rlefq Weesatgerd sisn aapmng

24H.R. 4818included an acrosthe-board 0.80% reduction to accdsifiunded by the legislation, and to each program,
project, and activity within an account. This reduction is reflected in amounts described here.
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(as occurred in FY20®Wub)d, mehe ys osoanied,, tlhaatd itnagr g eot
for the SRF in subsequewmtt iymakE¥2@hit.il a planned
On May 19, 2005H. Rhe2 plomsiedipngsEd2006 funding fo
provided §$850 million for clean wate&sr SRF grants
request), $850 million for drinking watemwr SRF gr
infrastructure grants. During debate, the House
SRF funding. On June 29 ,H.tRhe, 2Spetnpavt$etl ipha sbsieldl iiotns £y
clean water SRF grants, $850 million for drinkir
earmarked project grants. The House Dbill require
from balances from expigreend yc amgtrreacantesn,t sg rfar mtms ,v aar
appropriation accounts. The Senate bill, in cont
unobligated amounts associated with grants, cont
accounts, but wce¢h moti spegae ftyot BRRF Sunding.
Conferees resolved dHfRepdB8)8,¢ 00rbd ttwheee nHa vhsee bainl d s
approved the measurediint Jiudtyq ItPhw .- PH OOhglestt X i(gr
enacted, the bill provided $900 million for <c¢lea
water SRF grant22s$;9 $28§ Mmamikleldi gmwm afndrs in 1listed co:
Vild$ agend al-Menxgi ctoh eb olr. dSe.r ; and $1.13,bwhicbhn for
could address a rang.e Dhe efnivi a o$ndntie Inidti alrlle iparrorge & mas
rescirsosm oenx pfi red grants, contracts, and interage
(not just the STAG account) not obligated by Serp
funds to be applied to the c¢clean3 whitlelri SRRFt, otas ]l p
the bill for EPA water infrastructure programs a
requested by the President, but $301 million 1es
Furtfthehe funding Bmbun&pes preccd fded silni ghtl y. Fir
P.L.-54089e¢ction 439,-t kbaonadradt erde sacni sasciroons sof 0. 476 % f{
discretionary appropriation in thaP. bi-1109 Seconc
148 the FY2006 Department of Defense Appropriati.i
mandated & hbedbvamdrmescission for discretionary ac
appropriation act (except for discretsdPnaAy autl
resul't of these two rescissions, the final l evel
water SRF grants; $838 million for drinking wate
grants 1in listed cVWimnmuangdt iael so,n-dA ¢ dhselo aUbh MWa. tdie v ¢ and
$§1.11 billion for whtelkBocouhd s3ddtesgrantsnge of
FY2006 EPA water infrastructure programs and pr o
On October 28, Prtesdatde@dn Bueshs rreegudisotwed$ 2. 3 bill
priority federal pProgtadsngnllésgacmsbl faondfrom cl
monies . In the end, Congress did not endorse the
appropriatieoeansis fThen tPwrde S diNf8@i h gl 4tPHobtma 1 ed a $13. 2
millionfredmue¢thieo$ 900 million specified in the EI
FY2007

President Bush presetftY@dOt/hbudAgmitniretquaeatsitonn Fel
Congress to approprisatwat®t. ShAGrhskthuen ufer pEBRBAr :
request sought $687.6 million for c¢clean water SR
grants, and $40.6 million for spe Il projects i
t €

r ci a
he -Mk.xSi.co bordetrCoiWhreas « hadg¢lhle me 00 @, Diett had n
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completed action on appropriations legislation t
covering the majority of domestic discretionary
began October 1popv2006hishtegistaPamgrascsi viny ir1
December 2006, Congress R.nla.e3tddHS%hae c¢chntridnsmurcd 1 e s
continuing er eeshoel wttiaoaont soifnct he fiscal year on Oct
the other affected agencies and departments unt.i
The PrreskFd42@®7 budget request for clean water SR
than the d&FpR2i0dDtbi appfror these grants and 37% belo
request for drinking water SRF grants was essent
more than FY2006, $1.7 million less than FY2005)
proposed no funding for congressionally designat
above, it did seek a total of $40.6 million for
clean water SRF program (esptftccahly)sbghenandnt ec
they have for several recent years, that the cut
municipal wastewater treatment plant 1mprovement
that cuts for itnheF Y2100a7n weatece meSRE sary because C
above the requested level in FY2005 and FY2006.
On May 18, 2006H. R.h¢B .3Hcupstded)pladPs od i di ng t he 71 equce
of $687.6 million for c¢clean water SRF grants anc
The Senate Appropriations Cloammmdél ¢ cefonrnptphove dgtt dir
when itH.rl&p@Slﬁ&I(dlSsRéﬁ—ﬂl)S10b9$1¢n2tihe: did not act on
measure bédlfongrehs 4d9Pourned in December. Be for ¢
enacted a conti Puiln-gd@tONer Idduhts ueth (CRRE,i nce the st
year on October 1), providing funds for EPA and
until February 15, 2007. Fundi flgo weesvie blmecvpepléo vi de ¢
for indivi;dhat psogpamgrams were funded at the |1
passed FY2007 appasspad agppmaespr iSatniadrmes , or the FY
water SRF grants, the r eFseublrtuianrgy awpapsr o$p6r8i7a.t6i ommi 1tlk
HougpasHeR. .5F986 drinking water SRF grants, the a

February wa
congmadsdiyo e
pasHeR. .538

Returning t
appropriatdi
the end of
FY2006 appr
programs th
($197 mildn
FY2007). Th
special pro
occurred wh
unresol ved
moved to ad
future. ( Wa
appropriati
The final F

s $837¢ehamtkeldi deyvel he TE¥2CR6incl uded
armarked water infrastructure projec:
6

o t he ske birswsaureys, 1iGbd n2g0r0&s, sa.ipedodmsiteddn ui n g

ons resolution that provides funding
FY200yeanrAsr psade bnootsito tiphrhosglr faumls] and act i
opriated levels. However, clean water
at received a funding increase under

omn mbY200 G, and $396 million more tha
e resolution further prohibited proj e
ject gratst sburdegeue s tTechd iamc Ftilided OWroe sbiadhe 1
en'Cengdeessinoupbt 146 finish up appr o
at ''Gohneg reensds ,0 fa ntdh ea t1 0t9he s ame time t he
opt rules andipnabtedarmsr kongepooames$
ter infrastructure 'prbBbY20066ear mar ks t

n. ) HPJe sRede FRWBw2M PLi.-Fnl e d

Y2007P.almeSwielrGe provided 1in

x $1. 084 obilclleam fwater SRF capitalization gran
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x $837.5 million for drinking water SRF capita
X $83. 75 mil INaotni vfeo rViAlMasgkbnoa ple¢ o Je 8t gr ant s
requested by the Administration, and

Xx $1.11 billion fentwhtelBocouhd be¢tateeg to admi
range of environmental progr ams

FY2008

PresOHema preB¥2nk0k8 bhudkget request to Congress o0
finalization of the FY2007 approphdaniwatser THhRF b
grants, the same amount requested for FY2007; $ &
$§25.5 mit¢tétiah poojsptNagnart Vif o n-Masbeomader he U. S.
region; and $1.065 bid ]l whn chorowmdtde gaddireals @t afaad
environmental progr ams

In June 2007,HtRe, Hp4adei gangeBY2008 appropriatic
included $1.cl2n5 vatledrn o9 RK ogr adt s, $842.2 million
plus $175.5 million for 143 congressionally desi
Senate Appropriations CommitSt.eec) 6Phmrto weidnid amp ayn i
included higher funding levels for s’sevbrhl water
provided less funding for c¢clean watereSRF grant s
amount for drinking water SRF grants, and slight
infrastructure project grantsS.($1168906 mi 11 i on). Th
By ®b¢r 1, the start of FY2008, Congress had not
FY2008, and Congredseramnaon¢dnuiengr appslhoprti ati on :
temporarily fund EPA and other govemmmant nagenc:i
December 217 .f Fmddlnwatfer EPArastructure progr am
Consolidated Appropriations Act for FY2008 ( Divi
December P2d,-18)00M7 (

The final FHARrOOWi daemd uintt st his Il egislation were

x

$689. 1 million for c¢clean water SRF capitaliz
requested by the Administration),

X $829. 0 mill watn efoSRFricmabpinglization grants (
than requested),

Xx $177.2 million for 282 earmarked grants in |1

Vil agenMe bSapeojects ($151.7 million more t
and

x $1.078 biltioal foratatgEgant s

($13.3 million 1
which could address a r.ange of e

nvironmental

FY2009

PresOdema pr eB¥®0t9e d uhdigke ¢t Cemgressts on February 6.
budget sought §$555 mialnltisgn $flo3r4 cmlieclaln owma tleers sS R Fh ag
appropriated for FY2008; $842.2 million for drir

25 Finals amounts shown here reflect a 1.56% aetusboard reduction of appropriated amounts for accomusded
in Division F of the legislation.
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as appropriated for FY2008; o2 5ANa sntialel iVoinl 1faogre ss

t Me xlboSr @i on, $18.8 million less than was a
1.057 billion f or whaitcehg ocroiucladl asdtdartees sg raa nrtasn ge o
rograAs in past years, the budget requested no
n JuneHo2u®0®k8 Appropriations subcommittee approve.

, but no further action occurred before the s
0pD8Congress and the Presidenyeagr fwddiElPAl agids | a

most other agencies and departments. This bill,

F

nd Continuing RPesloB@Mpli0pmoAddag2d@9oCgh March 6,
Y2008 f unAlsiencgo nlee wsehhonrtti nui nwga ¥ esmd aitt d dndn Mar ch
1-dg , while Congress omasoffqaarfsuﬁlhngbunnEiYﬂeﬁﬁtapp

ill that the PresPidedThetdi gmadpbosi Bl&IEmi 11i6n ir
egul ar appcrloeparni awtaitoenrs SfRoFr gr ant s , $829 million
oth at the same level scamd $edr d99dppridpinioant ddri m©
rants, which support administraflThenomfiibusange
ppriopt i ons act also includes $183.5 million for

Y2009 Supplemental Appropriations, the Amer

Reinvest ment Act

" 0 g ® S — By

F

P
E
r
w

(

n February 2009, Congresonopms poundedisonbtyhennat.i
ecovery and ReinRKR.els.tS5mlelnlt e Aict | d ARKRA, providing FY
ppropriations to a number of govgrnmenbhheprograr
egislation was the concmapkhcotl asanhgdfedeveat ment
atds omublic infrastructure in order t.o Toreate j o
hat end, the 1egislcalteiaonn wantcelru dSeRAIF $c4a.pOi tbaillilziaotni
Y2009 funds of $4.689 billion) and $2.0 billior
otal FY2009 funds of $2.829 billion). The suppl
hr ouglhO ,F YWt wunder t he Iteogigs lveh dpar reafveasrtedmtcreeg fven d
ctivities that can start and finish quickly, wi
ctivities that can be 1 Mfittaitetwe dwewietthpirn olr2 & yday s
astewater prp(rjoeccetesd tthoa tc ocnsutlrdict i on wndhifnndf m
or projects tha were not wunder contract or unc
eallocated by EPAhetol owgihselratsitarnt ese q Fiurda dhhest,attes
f the SRF capitalization grant funds for a Gree
chieve improved energy or water efficiency. It
nowk or in part with funds appropriated under
equirementBacowdn®thcet Davis

Y2010

resident Obama preseh¥Y2dlbibuddemi ntregunasioan Ma

PA as a whole $I1t0heé BbDudgdtonsowrghBt8 % incdsrease abo:y
egular FY200DP. bp8ptrbpheabubksof ths ibmdrgease 1in
as f or swartuecrt uirnef raas si st ance, which would receiv
excluding ARRA supplemental funds). The request

26 For additional information, s€8RS Report R40216Vater Infrastructure Funding in the American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act of 2008y Claudia Copeland, Meg&tubbs, and Charles V. Stern
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$2.4 billion for c¢clean water SRF capitalizat
$§1.5 billion for drinking water SRF capitali.
$20 milAliask af Nmt i ve-M&x1 ¢tagbonddr UpSojects; a

$1.111 billion for state categorical grants ({
generally support tate administration of en"

]
OP.OL .8 Blplpleaprsiealt iboyn st hfeo rtHo R A
9 and signed into Il aw on Oc

X X X X

Congress provided FY
Senate in October 20
the foll owing:

2
0

x $2.1 billion for c¢clean water SRF capitalizat

x $1.387 billion for drinking water SRF capita

X $186.7 million for 319 congressionally ear ma:
including assistance f oMeAl@amwmdkdr Nmrtajvec tVd ;1 1 a i
and

Xx $1.116 i

billion for state categorical environi
range of environmental programs.
The FY2010 a

p opriations act included some rest
American Re cmov
z
n
i

r
esrt yneannt d AR ¢ i, discussed above, name
tion wradrmfaasitstuarnt aa eB acnads ead sfoo 1t |
wage rtrules shall apply to constrat
whole or in part with assistance

p
\S
SRF capitaliza
Act prevailing
carried out n

FY2011

President Ob hbke¥2pludgentime fedbsunakFgr 2BRA as a whol
budget sOlMighitn §di0scretionanB%ddbadgale adaitcsh medn t y

foErPAR Y2®The 1argest component of the reduced 71 e
$200 million less for grants to capitalize clear
explaining the request, EPA bldght doedumeé¢nbds, noh
“continues robust’ASundi pgsforyetahes, SREe. President
congressionally designa?lTehde waetgenrk widrefdr a s t ruct ur e

$Dbillion for clean waser SRF capitalization
$28Willion for drinking water SRF capitaliza
$20 million Nolrl A a Mk x dbOErtpSevwg e ct s; and

$R27Willion for s tpatoegstdahtde hdrgiheal tdraamntt he FY2
enactedwhmebnepula mamdgesof environmental pr

X
X
X
X

Congress took only limited action on FY2011 fund

year on October 1, 2010: a House Appropriations
further actiocmdf olfl Swepd.c mbte rt,het he House and Sen
resolution to extend FY2010 funding levels for I
until December 3, 2010, because no FY2011l approrg
Presti doebnama signed the continuiPngdg .-24)2dI1Tuhtiisonb i(ITR
was followed -bygr mi «Rmobef oehor€Congr el¥20clalme t o fi

27 For additional information, sé8RS Report R4114Environmental Protection Agency (EPA): Appropriations for
FY2011 by Robert Esworthy et al.
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spending on April 14, 2011, enacting a bill to p
agencies and depart mBPnk sl 0t.h2Tohueg hf iSdenglte ebmd d r 3 0 (
funding for EPA 15% below the FY2010 level

The enacted bill included

x $1.522 billion for c¢clean water SRF capitaliz
X $963.1 million for drinking water SRF capita
X $19.96 million for UAlSa s ReoxrNdeeori vper oVjiid d tasg;e amd
x $1.254 billion for s twhtiec hc agteengeorrailclayl sgurpapnotr tp
implementation of a range of environmental p:

licymakers bhgahudtdge theeffeirdkF M2flnladldiiengsog t he

20TMhe President submns tEY¥2A0thebWdgditiinsdgquadstonon
l1duegfOt billion total for EPA, a decrease of §$°
t 3% higher than.Tthhee PFit¥e2s0ilelg meensatc tiendc Iluedveedl § 1 . 5
e
0
a

—_— =

an water SRF capitalization grants, $990 mill
million for AladMkaxilNaoatboe dV¥irl ahasga seamdcl., S .anc
te catewhircih aclowlrdanatddress a range of environ

©BOo o NG
TN~ e OO

For several20dlatylse i o lsu®yde@hp&8tbheed ding FY2012 approc
for EPA, but dtidomodnttake Hihlhlbafore the August
prod§de3 billion for EPA, 17% less than FY2011 f
FY2012 requdauamdsl f oredbee clean water SRF capital
an¥d829 million for drinking water SRF capitaliza
FY20,08while including no funds for congressional
ear maTrhkes )rre ported bill also pr ovgrdaendt s$,1 .vwhOi2¢c hb iclolt
address a range ofThkammwvd rwansmamd hid s tptiblweg tSaennsa. t ¢ .

Final congressional action on FY2012 appropriatdi

and departments did nobteroc2cOulrl ,u netnialc ttehde ienn da no fo nd
appropr iP.tli.¢/mlsl RDhet enact®d bill included
x $1.466 billion for clean water SRF capitaliz

X $971. 9 million for drinking water SRF capitaldi
FY2011) ;

$14.976 million for AMaxkao Nbhoider Vpt bpget anc

x $1.089 billion for state categorical grants,
environmental progr ams.

x

FY2013

President Obama preseh¥2018hbuddminregnest onn Fe
sought $8.34 billion overall for HBRA, rerque.st% be
incl ud?@li 1I$1li.on for clean wa8é6%li SRFonapotadiizrkinon

28 These amounts reflect a mandated 0.2% adhasBoard rescission that was included in the final bill.

29 These amounts reflect a mandated 0.16% at¢heds o ar d rescission for programs in EPA
that was included in the final bill.
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SRF capital 20z antiilolni ognr afnotrs ,Alfa s Me x Maotridveer Vi 1 1 a ge
assistance, and $1.2 b,i Iwhiiocnh fcooru Isd aatded rceastse gao rri ac
environmenitlTdhle prodgdamsmoadtf ore SRF capitalizatior
the FY2012 enacted level, reflecting a 20% reduc
reduction for the drinking water program.

The House Appropriations Commit3efundgprdDore dEPAgI
July H.ORLL2) 6(0 A% reported, the Dbill provided $689
capitali ztahtei osna nger alnetwse 1() pr § 8 2 8 eddri il hk iBn¥® Gwa8t er SR
capitalization grants, $994 million for state ca
VillageMeoxri cld. .order projects.

The House dHAdRnp6 Db kdi dpt he Senate act on an EF
(although the Senate Appropriations Pammirttee 1 e
to the start of FY2013 on October 1, 2@6fk2, Congr
resolution bill providing funding for government
201P3. L(.-1 W51 2 This measure funded t heveglosveplnunse na ge
0.6% increase.

Final action on FY2013 appropriations occurred i
201PB. I(.6) 1 1 Funding enadeddfinddpBibabl wWbnefioBRF
capitali z$ O Bmwifl Igiroamn tfsor drinking ;hmet |l BSRHE Efopit
Al aska NativeM¥xibbagesagadnaduldhll. 1 i on for state ¢ af
grawhsch lgy nseuwppplort state and tribal 1implementat
progrHoms ver, these dameuntusndwear, g chgu Matreth drde&d 13
President, which reduced affeadbeeadrdcrcduant ss byn 50
0.2% necessary to avoid exceeding AhtetFY2BdSedis
r

c

A

g

eductions, available FY2013 f uncdienagn wwaast earp pSrRoFx i
apitaliz8tmioml gomnfer &rinkianng omhdgertalnBR KK Fepit a
laska NativeMdxibbagesandathbs,] ldmwd Fbr state caf
rahts.

FY2014

President Obama preseh¥¥2dl#4hbuddminiatAptibn2013
billionEPAgrdhlclfiding $1.095 billion for c¢clean
million for drinking water SRF capitalization gt
U. Mexico border projects, and $ltbia@lbiambiuumn f or
requested for SRF capitalization grants was 19%
In m0d3, the House Appropriations Subcommittee o
Agencies drafted a bill (unnumbnegr efdo)r tEhPaAt bwo B 14 o
from the FY2013 enacted level, including an 83%
grants (the bill would have provided $250 millic
capitalization grant st h(e$ 3b5i01 Imi.l 1Acocno rwdaisn gi ntcol usduebc
documents, the reduction was appropriate becaus e

30 Seehttp://www.appropriations.senate.goeivs.cfmfethod=ews.view&id=fc23708bfb33-4569-99b4
6cf0d0254457

31 personal communication, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.
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ce tHhekdawd wotmeni tit efr ad tdr

has been made to redu

complete markup of this bill.

Tk Senate Appropriations Subcommittee on Interic
an alternative bill that would have maintained f
billio and funding fo the aodfih&«nagwava trea SWRiFt L
action on this bill.

Congress did not reach final agreement on FY2O014
year n October 15 ebumtcadind iagiag @Rp plr.dPplhle3matt i ons
which provided funding through Januwuary 15, 2014.
other federal agencies and departmentActoccurred
20 1H. R. ,.B.5147 9,13s1igned by the Presidents on Januar
$1.45 billion for c¢clean water SRF capitalizatior
higher thait tFiY& OPMde hiudlgrett request) and $907 mil
capitalization grants (5% mor e Ptrheasds dEEYW22001134 f un d s
budget request). The DbAldshkd sNaproveoMdeist $gc ann d 1
boradesistanbe,] ldwmd Fbr s t,atwh iccaht eggeonreircaalll yg rsaunptpso
tribal 1 mplementanmeomt olf pr agmaegms of enviro
FY2015

President Obama preseh¥&¥2dlfhbuddminoatMatchnd, 2
$7.89 billion overall for EPA, including $1.018
$757 million for dirziantkiionng gwraatnetrs ,S RS§F1 5¢c anpiiltlailon f o
and -MeSiico border projects, and $1.13 billion fo
requested for SRF capitalization grants was 25%
Finadefionl bapprompriwere enacted as part of the Con
Appropriations Act, 20PS5L .-2235h 2 Thd 1ergbDestemben D€
samater infrastructure funding levels as in FY2
capitalization grants and $907 million for drink
FY2014 appropriations, Ahesbal Magiped atbMdExidé¢ $ 15 mi l
border asndbdDWillamicen f or s t,a tweh iccaht ecgoourlidc aald dgrreasnst sa
environmental progr ams.

FY2016

The Admi i FtY2dHtlbobudget requested $8.6 billion

included B I1fdrl 6clbdddiwater SRF capitalization gr
water SRF capitalization grants (31% higher thar
Al aska NativeM&xidtagbonddr UpSojects, idaamal $1. 162
grants, which generally support state and tribal
progr ams.

Al t hough the House and Senate Appropriations Con
appropriations for EPA, &ndabt hpprepenaetiteenscant
the Consolidated Appropriations Act ,P.2[0.1 61,1451 gne

32 Seehttp://appropriations.house.goploadedfiledirpt113-hr-fy2014-interior.pdf p. 62.

33 Seehttp://www.appropriations.senate.goes.cfmtethod=news.view&d=b3e22f9da06645eb90ef
1225244125a7
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113, The bHlI13phobopEEddean water SRF capitalizat
than FY2015, but $278srmeiqluleiotdn) 3a bmivlel it chre fParre sd rdien
SRF capitalization grants ($44 million below the
Pr cesdstd r ¢ aumneds t$)3,0 mi 111 on for AMasbeocWatewve Villa,
infrastrudtturad spr pjreocvtisded $1.06 billion for st a

FY2017

President Obama presehd¥2d17hbuddimbni seffabsaannyg 2
$8.3 billion in total for EPA ($127 million aboyv
EPA included $979.5 million for c¢lean water SRF
FY2016 enacted level wat 1. 8RFbechpiovoalioatdonnEkrt s
above the FY2016 amount ), $ 22 mwnMelxliicoon bfoorrd eArl a s k a
projects, and $1.158 billion for state categoric
i mpl ement atoiname nata fa le pwio gr a ms

During congressional hearings on the EPA request
decrease in funds for c¢clean water SRF capitaliza
degree in appropriensofteommitteecesheseuBppguopnt dtyiarg
EPA funding. I'n JulHy R20,156%,% & Ohle7 Hlonutseer ipoars saendd En v
Appropriations Actf;ori tc lienacn uwdactde r$ 1S ROF bgrl al ni tosn, $1
water SRF grants, and $1.06 billion for state c¢a
Committee repor tSe.d 3a0 6cBo nipuannei.o nI tb iilnlc,l uded $1. 35
SRF grants, $1.02 billion for drinking water SRI
grants. The Senate did not take wup this bill
Congress did not reachdfingabidgdgrdbehontt ochecansthPA
However, on September 28, wtetlhkdk Howmstd naaind gSerastod ufp
extended FY2016 funding-t hbeovaerlds ,r emd mcutsi can ,0 . t410r6 P @&

9, 2P0 1L6.2@2)3Ll 4 A second continuing resolution, pass
FY2016 funding 1eveltshbecomirmdu s ead u®.tliDhl % faomo sDse ¢ e
through ApR.L.2254 4 2017 (

The Obama A&miFnYi2s0tlr7a tbiuadnget s ubmission also i1incl:
allow EPA to begin making wat eprr oigmr farma st thrau ¢ tCwrmeg rp
enacted in 2014, the Water Infrast**udt-udd4Financ
254ncluded the first appAroprdetson, TBRQOFWHM2017o0hi
appropriations act (discussed beboW)FpAoprdgdamr
(and $2 million for EPAet €Coadmnmi nige Appheppregrt a
and Supplemental sAppreopRiedt edn RePaoli.5 BlmeSnt s Act ,
§133), enacted on Seapn canbdidt idninlald bh, t pr EPAdEdr a
expe.nses

Finayedpptopriations were enacted astipathgof the
AppropriatisoingneAd thy 2Brlé&/s i de nP. IIr3uliidphSeo m cMay 5, 2

prvda ded the same level of fundilngd 9flobiwdtiom ifmwfrr
water SRF capi$414 zmit iPoiecs®Haelintteqgue $8H3 million

for drinking water SRF capitbtad s iOddanistme qgesnds ( $ 1
and $30 million for AMasbomaWetréewvei YWflthageueshdr¥.

34 For more information, seERS Report R4331%Vater Infrastructure Financing: The Water Infrastrut Finance
and Innovation Act (WIFIA) Prograny Jonathan L. Ramseur and Mary Tiemann
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It also provided $1.07 billion for state categor
progr ams.

The Cont i nwmriintgy a/sds iSsetca nc e Ap Lr.-d p)dl i4aitnicolnusd eAdc ta,n 2
additional $100 million in DWSRF funding to assi
(P. L.-32)21 4

FY2018
The Trump AdmFiw2tl 8abumadget request proposed §8. ¢

request included $1.394 bilglriaonnt sf oarn dc 1%e86n3 wnaitlelri
drinking water SRF capitalization grants (the s a
request proposed $597 million for state categor:i
levels. Much of tthhe aleidmictadtoinomr aane ffumdn ng for
(CWA Sectawd Bdd&yction of grant funding for wate
106)n additiois, btuhdeg eRr erseigdieemstt proposed to el i mi
Native VWUlMagecaenbdorder projects.

Similar to theCopngvewonsnsdifdsnaet yweach fhinlall agr ee
before the EPArandfofhkKe@plB8ederal departments and
mul tiple cont i nruailnlgy raets oH Yi2t0i lo7n se ngaedabee alr d e ve l s ( m
resci fimadefinl hppropriationsCwesel edacedd as pari
Appropriat isoingneAdc thy 2Brl8si dent PTLu-mf)lIE®AKR Mar ch 23
STAG account (Division G, Title II1) included $1.
million for the drinking water SRF program (the
$100 million for the DWSRF nprC,viTdietdl et ol Va s(sGesnte rFal
Provisions), Section 430, included an additional
STAG account for both SRF programs.

P.L.-l4allsowoovided $63 million for the WIFIA progr:
appropriation.OTimel bconpfowvi dleasjden®dtia tmiviel iVinl 1 a g
U. Mexico borddr mrl sjoe lapitrlsolviiodne df ofrl .sGt8 ,t ewliacle gor i ¢
support a range of environmental programs.

In addition, the act provided the fhesWIadPNpropri
AcP. L.3212We tI I, the Water) :and OWdnxtllg iApantb ltdofc 2wkt & r
systems serving smaltli oy umd stadSBD WA argeeqdu icroemmeumti s ;
support lead reductieonviprojeats reprakediemg ;1 aad
establish a voluntary program for testing for 1e

progtiams

FY2019

The Trump AdmFiwRdtl abudmpget request proposed $6. 1
request dincluded $1.R3F9 4c abpiiltlailoinz aftoiro nc lgeraann twsa taenrd
drinking water SRF capitalbynatmt du2drl8nt s Thteh a exa

3533 U.S.C. 81329.
%633 U.S.C. §1256.

37 For more information, seERS In Focus IF1088&)verview of U.S. Environmeal Protection Agency (EPA) Water
Infrastructure Programs and FY2018 Appropriatipby Mary Tiemann and Jonathan L. Ramseur
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included $20 mill i o$nl 7f onri 1tlhieo nWItFol A opvreorg rsaunb:s i dy
estimated w@ehet¢ yaltlbowetnmhe approximately $2 billi
and $3 million for administrative costs.

In addition, the request proposed $597 million f
Al aska Native Village tpo ogleicmisn a tTeh ef wnedqiunegs tf oprr omnp
grants ( CWA®aSnedc trieodnu c3el 9g)r ant funding for water p
106)n additiofs, btuhdeg eRr ersciqdieenstt pr op o s-Maxitwo el i mi
border projects.
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